Ninian Smart
Donald Wiebe and Luther Martin have their hearts in the right place, and there intellects more or less where their hearts are, but with trailing edges.
They criticize my suggestion in Ursula King's recent Turning Points in Theology (Edinburgh: T. & T. Clark, 1990 ) for a World Academy of Religion, "perhaps based on the IAHR" (which they honourably seek to defend). Their criticisms are in part theoretical, and they think that I have conducted a U-turn. I do not think so. Their criticisms are to some extent justified but they are not right. They are justified because I was not sufficiently clear on my proposal for the World Academy of Religion. But let me deal with one or two preliminary points first.
In provided that they adhered to the rules of scholarship-namely, objectivity, phenomenological sensitivity, and so forth.
But there is another issue. There is provision in the IAHR for philosophy of religion. Do Martin and Wiebe believe this is a legitimate activity? I do, though I would like to broaden it in two ways as I have written in Worldviews, 1983 . First, by making it into the philosophy of worldviews, i.e., of both religious and so-called secular worldviews; and second, by calling it "the reflective study of religion and worldviews." That is, by understanding that philosophical reflection goes beyond the usual narrow confines of its traditional practice. Questions of the criteria of truth as between religions, the best forms religious education or education about religion should take, reflections on the political implications of different views about the relations between religions-such issues could be an integral part of philosophizing here. At any rate, even if we stick with the narrower view of the philosophy of religion, the scope of religious studies would in some respects go beyond merely descriptive and theoretical concerns. So I would like us to deepen some of our enquiries on this front. This has nothing much to do with retheologizing religious studies. I think Wiebe and Martin are over-sensitive on this front.
Also, methodological studies are a part of reflection about religions and worldviews, and again in some ways go beyond the basic stuff of the study of religion and worldviews.
So I think the idea of a World Academy of Religion in a period of globalization has merit. It would affiliated not just individuals, I would hope, but organizations as well-which, as I have already stated, are individuals
